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PIPELINE
TENTATIVE RULING:

The Motion of Plaintiffs for Clarification of the Settlement Class Definition is
DENIED.

While Plaintiffs request that the class “ definition” be amended, the substance of the
motion effectively constitutes a request to alter the terms of the settlement
agreement, to render an advisory opinion on the meaning of the agreement and its
effect on pending and/or future litigation not subject of thisaction. The Court finds
an amendment to the settlement agreement, without consent of all parties, is
improper.

Here the parties have completed extensive settlement negotiations which resulted in
a compr ehensive, detailed settlement agreement. The fact that the parties now differ
on the meaning of the language is not a matter for this Court to adjudicate here.



